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through the vent, killing all the occu-
pants inside. 

On another occasion, he was charged 
by multiple enemy riflemen who at-
tempted to kill him with fixed bayo-
nets. Woody was too quick, and he used 
his flamethrower to send them to their 
makers. These actions occurred on the 
same day as the raising of the U.S. flag 
on the island’s Mount Suribachi. 
Woody fought through the remainder 
of the 5-week long battle and was 
wounded on March 6, for which he was 
awarded the Purple Heart. 

President Truman awarded him the 
Medal of Honor in 1945. In 2013, the 
Hershel ‘‘Woody’’ Williams Medal of 
Honor Foundation was launched to 
carry out Woody’s vision of recognizing 
and honoring Gold Star families 
around the country. The goal of the 
foundation is to establish at least one 
Gold Star family memorial monument 
in every State over the next 5 years to 
honor families who have sacrificed a 
loved one in service of their country. 

Woody spends his time traveling the 
country supporting the military fami-
lies and reminding all of us that free-
dom has not been and is not free. 

Upcoming memorial dedications are 
in Fort Knox, Kentucky, on September 
23; Fall River, Massachusetts, and Port 
St. Lucie, Florida, on September 25; 
Palmetto Bay, Florida, on October 15; 
Barboursville, West Virginia, on Octo-
ber 30; Annapolis, Maryland, on No-
vember 11; and Medina, Ohio, on No-
vember 12. 

Woody’s passion and love of his coun-
try and fellow man has never ceased. 
We can all learn how to be better 
Americans from Woody, and I wish him 
a happy upcoming 93rd birthday. 

f 

DAKOTA ACCESS PIPELINE 
ADVOCACY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
California (Mr. RUIZ) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. RUIZ. Mr. Speaker, the Standing 
Rock Sioux and all tribes have the 
right to self-determination and a say in 
decisions that impact their health, 
land, and cultural preservation. It is 
not just a matter of justice, it is the 
law. Don’t we all, as Americans, have 
that right? Isn’t that the whole 
premise of our democracy? 

Being able to have a voice in deci-
sions that affect our lives is the corner-
stone of our American democracy. It 
thrives when we stand up, speak up, 
and voice our concerns on matters 
vital to our existence as humans, like 
our health, clean drinking water, and 
cultural survival. 

That is why I stand with the Stand-
ing Rock Sioux and hundreds of tribes 
throughout our Nation to demand that 
the Army Corps of Engineers comply 
with their legal trust responsibilities 
to protect tribal lands, cancel the Da-
kota Access Pipeline permit, conduct 
meaningful consultation with the 
tribes, and do a complete environ-
mental impact statement. 

The Standing Rock Sioux and neigh-
boring tribes are rightfully concerned 
that the pipeline will destroy sacred 
sites and that an oil spill would cause 
devastating and irreversible harm to 
their land, health, and drinking water. 
The proposed pipeline is over 1,000 
miles long, transporting up to 16,000 
gallons of crude oil a minute, upstream 
from the tribes’ water source, near the 
reservation, and on tribal land. A leak 
would be devastating. It was already 
determined to be too risky to construct 
near the city of Bismarck’s water 
sources. 

The Army Corps has granted con-
struction permits, despite legal and 
noncompliance warnings by other Fed-
eral agencies. That is why, on Sep-
tember 8, I called for a systemwide 
GAO investigative report on Federal 
agencies’ compliance with meaningful 
tribal consultation policies. On Sep-
tember 9, the Departments of the Inte-
rior, Justice, and the Army announced 
a pause in construction to review their 
compliance with Federal policies. I 
welcome this review. 

Tribes have rights under law. The 
Federal Government has a moral and 
legally enforceable obligation to pro-
tect tribal treaties, land, and resources 
under the Federal trust responsibility. 
Tribes have the right to regular and 
meaningful consultation under execu-
tive order 13175. Under the Historic 
Preservation Act, Federal agencies are 
required to be responsible stewards of 
our Nation’s historic resources and 
consult with Indian tribes when their 
actions may impact sacred sites. 

Furthermore, the Army Corps, under 
the Clean Water Act, must protect our 
Nation’s waters from contamination by 
conducting accurate environmental as-
sessments to determine if construction 
permits should be granted. Unfortu-
nately, the Army Corps granted a per-
mit based on flawed assessments, in-
complete information, and a willful 
disregard for the serious concerns 
raised by the tribe and other Federal 
agencies. 

Chairman David Achambault from 
the Standing Rock Sioux reported that 
they were not meaningfully consulted 
and didn’t even know about the Corps’ 
assessment until it was made public. 
He has serious concerns about the pipe-
line’s harm to the tribe’s health, water 
source, and sacred sites. 

Letters from the Department of the 
Interior, Environmental Protection 
Agency, and Advisory Council on His-
toric Preservation to the Army Corps 
list their serious concerns. They men-
tion the potential of a devastating oil 
spill, lack of emergency response plans, 
desecration of sacred sites, noncompli-
ance with Federal policies and laws, 
and even disagreed with the Corps’ en-
vironmental assessment. 

They recommended a full environ-
mental impact study, an expanded en-
vironmental justice analysis, consider-
ation of all sacred sites along the path 
of the pipeline, and meaningful tribal 
consultation prior to any decisions. 

Moving forward, all Federal agencies 
must conduct meaningful tribal con-
sultation and address concerns regard-
ing risks to drinking water and dese-
cration of sacred sites. The Corps must 
cancel their faulty permit near tribal 
land and complete a full environmental 
impact statement. Only then can the 
President make an informed decision 
to permanently stop construction of 
the pipeline on Federal property near 
tribal land. You have the authority and 
moral imperative to do what is right. 

Time after time, tribes have seen 
their treaties broken, their lands 
taken, and sacred sites desecrated. I 
visited with the Standing Rock Sioux 
and witnessed Native Americans from 
hundreds of other tribes standing to-
gether in peace and prayer to protect 
their water and ancestral sacred sites. 
I have witnessed their dignity and 
their resolve. They stand in solidarity 
for their full rights under Federal law 
and for their voices to be heard. They 
stand in unity, and I stand with them. 

f 

WISHING HERSHEL ‘‘WOODY’’ WIL-
LIAMS A HAPPY 93RD BIRTHDAY 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
West Virginia (Mr. JENKINS) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, as the Congressman rep-
resenting West Virginia’s Third Con-
gressional District, I am proud to call 
Hershel ‘‘Woody’’ Williams a con-
stituent. 

I first met Woody more than 18 years 
ago when I was first elected to the 
State legislature, and he has been a 
constituent of mine for the past two 
decades. But I am just as proud to call 
Woody my friend. 

Over the years, at countless legisla-
tive committee hearings, veterans’ rec-
ognition and appreciation events, Vet-
erans Day, and Memorial Day com-
memorations, Woody has been there 
fighting for our veterans. Woody al-
ways has a kind word, a friendly smile, 
and an optimistic outlook. 

I have two sons that became Eagle 
Scouts. Very often our local Scout 
council gets the newly awarded Eagles 
all together, and Woody is invited to 
come in and spend a little time with 
the boys and share a few thoughts. I 
can’t tell you the power of the impact 
it had on my boys when Woody shook 
their hand, looked them in the eye, and 
challenged them to conduct their life 
according to the Scout oath and 
motto—to do their duty to God and 
country. 

Woody truly embodies that motto. 
Throughout West Virginia and the Na-
tion, Woody is best known for his brave 
efforts in the Pacific theater during 
World War II. At a critical point in the 
Battle of Iwo Jima, and with minimal 
backup, Corporal Williams heard the 
call and acted. He disregarded his per-
sonal safety. He thought not of the 
seemingly monumental task in front of 
him. He did not stop to calculate the 
odds of success—or the odds of failure. 
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He acted. He picked up his flame-

thrower, and he ran towards those try-
ing to take him out; and he did it again 
and again and again. He did so because 
he believed in something greater than 
himself, because his country asked 
him, and he answered. He was there in 
that place and at that time when his 
country—our country—needed him the 
most. 

Woody is the last surviving Medal of 
Honor recipient from the Battle of Iwo 
Jima, and he is celebrating his 93rd 
birthday on October 2. I join my State 
and a grateful Nation in thanking 
Woody Williams for his service and in 
wishing him a wonderful birthday. 

f 

TRANS-PACIFIC PARTNERSHIP 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
New York (Ms. VELÁZQUEZ) for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to bring attention to another 
bad trade deal that could soon be 
forced upon us. It is possible that the 
Trans-Pacific Partnership, or TPP, 
could be brought before this body for a 
final vote before the end of the year 
and end of this Congress. 

We have seen time and again what 
bad trade deals do to our communities 
and to working families across this Na-
tion. You see, when NAFTA was under 
consideration, American workers were 
told that the trade benefits would 
mean more jobs and economic opportu-
nities. 

What actually happened? We saw a 
net loss of 700,000 jobs thanks to 
NAFTA. So if history is any guide, we 
know what to expect from TPP. But in 
many ways, this agreement is even 
more harmful than NAFTA. In fact, 
the core of this deal is allowing foreign 
corporations to sue the U.S. Govern-
ment over regulations they simply do 
not like. 
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Imagine, any time there is an envi-
ronmental regulation or worker safety 
regulation that a company does not 
care for, they can sue. 

These cases will not go through the 
regular legal process. Instead, TPP cre-
ates a special tribunal of three cor-
porate lawyers to evaluate the case. 
And if a company convinces these three 
lawyers that a law or regulation vio-
lates their TPP rights, well, then the 
American taxpayer has to pay these 
corporations enormous compensation. 

Let’s be clear. There is no appeal 
process. There is no way to reverse 
these decisions. The TPP could put the 
taxpayer on the hook for almost unlim-
ited sums of money. 

It is no wonder that this agreement 
was negotiated in private. While cor-
porations were given plenty of oppor-
tunity to comment on how they wanted 
the agreement to look, the public and 
workers were not given a seat in the 
room—or even the chance to review the 
text before it was finalized. 

The end result, unsurprisingly, is an 
agreement that is bad for the American 
people and would affect their daily 
lives in countless ways. American 
workers would find themselves com-
peting for jobs against workers in 
places like Vietnam, who make 65 
cents an hour—65 cents an hour. 

It is no wonder that this agreement 
would require the U.S. to import food 
that does not meet our own safety 
standards. It would mean more expen-
sive prescription drugs for our seniors, 
and it would curtail policies meant to 
fight climate change. 

Mr. Speaker, the TPP is 6,000 pages 
long. It is too big and covers too much. 
It has too many unintended con-
sequences. There should be no rush to 
push this agreement through the House 
before the end of the year. 

However, if this agreement is put on 
the floor this year, I will vote ‘‘no,’’ 
and I encourage all of my colleagues to 
do the same. Protect working families. 
Protect the American consumer. Pro-
tect our environment. Vote ‘‘no’’ on 
the TPP. 

f 

CONGRESS MUST ACT AFFIRMA-
TIVELY TO PROTECT THE INTER-
NET 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, unless the Congress acts affirma-
tively by the end of next week, the 
Obama administration will turn over 
the core functions of the Internet to an 
international body. We cannot allow 
this to happen. 

Look at the consequences. Using do-
main names, we have control over the 
protection of free speech on the Inter-
net. One of the real positive things of 
the development of this type of tech-
nology over the last 45 or 50 years has 
been that people have been able to ex-
press themselves the way they want to 
on the Internet and be able to get a 
huge worldwide audience. Now, I recog-
nize that there is no truth meter on the 
Internet, but people who make ridicu-
lous statements on the Internet end up 
getting denigrated in the court of pub-
lic opinion anyhow. 

Free speech is at stake here, but also 
the national security of our country is 
at stake. The core functions of the 
Internet, including control over do-
main names, should not be turned over 
to countries that do not have Amer-
ica’s best interests or values at heart, 
like China or Russia or Iran. They have 
no protections for free speech, they 
have no value for free speech, and they 
will do what they want to to put cen-
sorship on the Internet, particularly as 
a way of controlling their own popu-
lation within their country. If we don’t 
act, that is going to be something that 
happens, and I think we can guarantee 
it. 

Stopping this move by the Obama ad-
ministration will also ensure that the 

United States Government would 
maintain ownership and control over 
the dot-gov and dot-mil domain names. 
That is necessary to protect our na-
tional security. 

Just think of what would happen if a 
hostile power like Iran would be able to 
get control of both the dot-gov and dot- 
mil domain names. They would be easi-
er able to hack, they would be easier 
able to spread around propaganda and 
disinformation, and unwitting people 
would think that this is coming from 
the United States Government. How 
denigrating will that be? It will be 
huge, and I think we all know the an-
swer to that. 

Now, who is best able to protect a 
free and open Internet? It is the United 
States of America, with the protec-
tions that we have in our Bill of 
Rights. Those are protections that 
have made the Internet grow and flour-
ish. 

I tell the administration, if it ain’t 
broke, don’t fix it. The Internet ain’t 
broke, but it will become broken if we 
have countries that do not have our 
values and stick their nose into the 
governance of the core functions of the 
Internet. It is kind of like a termite. 
You don’t see the danger right when 
the termite starts eating away, but if 
you allow it to start eating away and 
don’t send the exterminator out, soon-
er or later there is going to be a big- 
time problem. Let’s keep the termite 
of hostile powers who don’t share our 
values out of getting into the Internet. 

Congress must act affirmatively. We 
have to stop this from happening, and 
we don’t have much time to do it. 

f 

FIND A SOLUTION SO ALL AMERI-
CANS CAN HAVE CONTINUED AC-
CESS TO AN OPEN AND FREE 
INTERNET 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Iowa (Mr. YOUNG) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, 
America is a compassionate country. 
We are a very giving country. America 
gives a lot. But I am not sure we need 
to be giving away a free and open 
Internet. 

If Congress does not act soon, our 
free and open Internet is going to be 
handed over by our President to a glob-
al bureaucratic body, a body that may 
not respect the freedom of information 
and speech that we experience today, a 
body that may sensor what Americans 
have to say or how journalists can re-
ceive information and cover certain 
stories on governments, on current 
events. 

What does handing the Internet over 
to a global bureaucracy mean for pri-
vacy? for freedom of information? com-
merce? national security? The question 
is really: What is the need to do this, 
to hand over the administration of a 
working, free, and open Internet to a 
global bureaucracy? And why the rush? 

Now, my colleagues, the gentleman 
from Wisconsin (Mr. DUFFY) and we 
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